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i oo MPAA FILM RATINGS AND FILM ATTENDANCE:
R T '* ,_ A TEST OF REACTANCE THEORY
L - 4
NURETC - N SUMMARY

_‘ "« Thé study reéorééé here investigates the influence o{ the
movie rating system (G-PG-R-X) on film attendance.. Brehm's
Ve theory'of péychol?gical reactance offered the thepretical
) basis for propoéi;g that movie ratings might be influential in

affecting movie attendance. Four methods for measuring attendance’
e 4 e <
to movies by rating symbol were used: experimental (four fby

¢

four simple Litin square), sarvey questionnaire, and two unob-

\ truSive measures. Ss (n=130) in the study were high school

.

students. |Results indicated that reactance theory received
limited support. The confluence of findings in this study shows

. the attractiveness of the two centrist rating categories, PG ™
. \
anéd R, which is explained in terms of the %ctual availability
of movies in the marketplace by rating.
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MPAA FILM RATINGS AND FILM ATTENDANCE:

A TEST OF REACTANCE THEORY v

~A. INTRODUCTION .

- Q
< ’

Practically since its adoptlon on November 1, 1968
numerous obServers have: rumlnated about the 1nfiuence of
the Motion Picture Assoc1at10n cf America's (MPAA) f%im yating
‘system (G, PG, R, X) on movie.attenaance. éontféry to the
systeém's avowed gprpése, that of providing'“agvénce‘informafion :

to enable parents to make judgments on the movies they want
N e . . .
their childreq_%o see or not to see" (19{ p.l), many such ’ .

armchair philoéophefs havé contended that certain ratings may

I

// either inhibit or aﬁtract_agdiences. This paper presents the
vPA results of an experiment which put to an empirical test a

4 question thathas 1ong provoked Speculation but scant sc1ent1f1c

a study: Do movie ratings 1nfluenqe attendance dec17;ons7

Many observers of mass culture feel that movie ratings
& r A .
are interpreted by the public, regardless of age, as warnings

concerning various aspects of film content. According to
reactance theory such warnings or their classificatoxy impli-

~"+  cations ﬁay.serve as motivational force leadiny to an increase '

-

. 3
in,the attractiveness of certain films. Reactance theory

predicts. that when a behavioral freedom is restricted or S aa

.

eliminated the individual is motivationally aroused to restore
-7
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. the threatened freedom. Moreover,, the theory asserts' that - :

. ) \
% ¢ the more important, or salfent, the behavioral freedom, the

)

“ . .

gféater the reactance which is experienced. One method of’
. . ‘ < .
freedom restoration is by actugl attempts to engage in the

* .endangered behavioral freedom (seé 7, 8, 9). R and X ratings
! )

A}

specifically restrict httendance-amond’under 17-year-olds.

flence, such ratings may act as a source of reactance arousal )

< L
s for tLese individuals especially. .

S

An applicatié% of the reactance theory approach, similar
. . . . L. (4
in theme to that offered-?y the present study, by Herman and

Leyens (1l1l) examined the audience for Belgian televisioh (the

e v ’ » ; ¢ *
} . RTB). The RTB broadcasts warnings (qﬁalifications) about

'some of the movies it programs. Herman and Leyens recorded

~

p the viewing habits of a sample audience for Rfﬁ\films broad—

cast over a four-year pgriod and found that "gbalificatibns

>

’ .t . N . s . '
’@ake the movies more desirable for the television viewers. As

a result, the movies@with'adviépries were watched more than

i

ﬁpé movies without them" (p. 53).l 5 !
~ Despite the frequently voiced "cookie jar syndrome" espoused
7 . ‘ -

by some Wrifers, the MPAA has alwdysxﬂaintaiped that there

. . . <4

. ) : . . g .
exlsts no relationship whatsoever between a film’'s rating and

, its box‘'office retiyrns. jﬁowever, as one report has noted, "there

have been fio researched studies on the relationship between the

various MPAA ratings and box office receipts” (18, p. 54).

. Jack Valenti, MPAA president, has gone so far as to advance

2




"Valenti's.Law of Ratings: If you have a movie that a lot of
v

éeople want to see, no rating willlhurt it. If you have a movie
that few.péoﬁie want gb see, no rating will help it" (21, pp.
2-3). Convé;seli, Fucﬂs?%p% Lyle (10, p. 253) state that film
”ratihgs, espécially those which Pro?ibit attendance for certaih
age groups (R and X), "prézably enhance a film's attractiveﬁess."
‘ But wha£ is the state of,theempiric:T‘body of knowledge |
concerning film ratings and their poteptial behavioral influence

.

on audiences? Perhaps somewhat surprisingly, very few published

reports exist.énfﬁhis tpéic.. While research has been coqduqté&
on the/publié&i awareness of the system (14, 20) and how fh;§
eyaluéfe it—1, 13, 15, 24), the fairness with which ratings
have been assigned to indegéndent preducers as.compared to major
studios (18), the distribution of top:QrSSsing films by rating ¢
(3), and financial sﬁccess ratios by rating (6), énly six studies
have even tangentially addressed the question of the ;atings'

Ve

-3 ~

influence on an individual's movie attendance.
d ot . )
I

A 1972 survey of Soﬁtﬁern Californians conducted by the Los

3

4

Angeles Times (12) reported that the rating of a novie was ranked
by, respedti?ely, adults and teenagers as the second and third
mosftimportant variable (of a total of 15 variables presepted)

in detérmining whether or not to see a movie. Austin (4) re-
ported that amohg high school students more than'Hélf indicated
that a film's rating was either "Qery important" or "important"

to their attendance decision. A study of the iﬁportange assiéned.

by college students to 28 variables in the mavie attendance

/
- !
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selection process (5) found that MPAA ratings ranked 19th in

r

importanee overall; occasional movie—goers (attendance of less
.
than twice a month) also ranked this variakle 19th while frequent

(twice a nonth\or moie) movie-goers ranked it 15th in importance.
Accordlng to the TlAes study, 37% of the tafel. sample would

not go to see an X-rated fllm, 9% would not go to an R—rated‘~
.movie, and 1% did not want to see G films;

8% preferred G- or

PG-rated films while 5% preferred R or X. Respress' 1973 re-

-

search (l6f indicated that of the teenagers in his sample, 5%

preferred G-rated fillis, 33% preferred GP (now PG), 47% . pre-

and 15% preferred X. ¥

ferreQ‘R, ‘
The Times study found ‘that isg“binthe adults and 60% of the
teenaéere in‘ite sample reporteé tgat/they checked to see what
rating a movie had before deciding‘whether‘or net to attend.
In agreemeet w1th _this finding are the reﬁults of a stud¥ by
Robertus and Simon (17) which found., that teenagers were more

likely than their parents to report using, the ratings 'in film

Y

selectlon. " (Note that this 1s somewhat at odds with the system's
ostens1ble purpose -- that of prCV1d1ng adv1ce fot Qarents con-
cerntng their children's movie attendance.) ’ s

Only one (pilot) study, using an experimental design, has
been conducted to.directly test the influence of movie ratings
on attendance }2), The results of that report_showed no sig-

N\ .

X nificant difference (p) (high school

.05) in the subjects'
studenfs) rikeliihood of attendlng a film when the film's MPAA

ratlng was varled. The present- &esearch is a repllcatlon of this

-

i)
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data were collected on one day in May 1980.

'quesgionnaires were collected, all of which were usable. Twenty-

/

>

earlier study and offers two improvements: use of a larger sample

{
and an expansion of the size of the respohse scale (from five
(a

~

to seven-points).

E. METHOD
1. Subjects
This study employéd a convenience ‘sample. The respondents )
to the self-administered questionnaire and experimental instru-

-

ment used in this study were members of three freshman- and //

three senior-level high school English classes. The high school
?

is located in a middle-class, residential New York town. The'

2 A total of 130

two §s'responded negatively 59 the exﬁeriment's manipulation
cheék and were therefore eliminated from this analysis. For the
sayple as a wholé {(n=130), the 63 maleg and 62 females (5 Ss did
not respond to this demcgraphic item) ranged in age from 14 to

19 .years; 51% were under 17 years of age.

2. Procedure
The experiment reported here replicates Austin's (2). Ss
in tpe experiment were asked to indicate their likelihood of
attending each of four different (fictitious) films. The exﬁgr—

imental treatment consisted cf presenting the Ss with}four one-

PR3
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page film plot synopses. Includeé in each synopsis were the’

film's title and an approximately 17§-wor@ description ;f the

film. Followin¢ the synopsis (on the same page) was_aashért

'paragraph indicating the film's producer, d;rector; screen- . .

play Qriter, and male and female stars'(all pexsons named here

are actual film producere, directers, screenwriters, or actors&.

\ Finally, set off on a line of its own, the film'e\MPAA ratrﬂg'
was noted le.g., "This picture has been rated R: restricted,
under l7-year-olds must be accompanied by a parent or guard;an“).
The experimental manipulation’consistedﬂof vayying the MPAA

film-xating. Therefore, some Ss received film.A‘as raeed G:A
other:\rECeived film A rated PG, and so forth. All Ss received

“s a total of four film plot synopses: one with a G rariné, one

with a PG, one with an R, and ¢ne with an X. Thus, *the ex-

perimental design eﬁployed here was a four (ratings) by four ~

fu ’
(film plot synopses) repeateéemeasure simple Latin square. —
\ To control for the possibility of:some Ss picking up a(pagtern (

(i.e., recognizing tbhe experimental manipulation), the-exact

order of presentation of film synopses was systematically’
. . T
varied by MPAA rating. The Ss were randomly asgigned to
‘ i
of the four treatment groups. .

. [}

Tﬁe Ss were.instrdcted to read each fiﬁm synopsis

* ’ and to then 1nd1cate their likelihood of attendk%a each on a
seven- p01nt scale. Response’ optlons ranged from "Very likely «
to go to see this movie" to "Very unllkely to go to see this

-

movie," The Ss were exp11c1t1y told not to compare one film

|
] . “
v
r M v s hl -
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to any of the others when deciding on their likelihood ’of

attendance. (Further, just before reaching the response
R

\ . " options the Ss ;ead the'fql%owing: "ror the film described
" above, ***title of film***, would you say that you are:")

'Follbwiné the four film plot synopses., on separate pages, the-

Ss were;asked to indicate their sex, age, year in school,

-
- LS

frefuency of movie dftendance,.and‘the importance they assigned

. ( .
to movie-going as a leisure activity (measured on a seven-point

scale) .

- o The experimentdl instrumgent and questionnaire were completed
. . ~N

by  the Ss during the@f-clhés period. The questionnaire included
— - .
several inquiries relevant to the present study and not dealt

with in the previous (2) study.' These questionnaire items in-

‘cluded théJfollowing: the respondénts' familiarity with the

]
rating system, whether théy had attended R- and %~fated movies,

’

2 ‘ and. their genefal likelihood of attend}ng'movies with each of
the four rating symbols (measured on a séveg—point scale). In
addition, two unobtrusive meaéures of movie attendance by rating
were employed. First, the respondents were asked Eg indicate

which of 121 movie titleé,preéented them on a checklist they

i

'had attended." The'titlgs.represented all films advertised in

. ©
the local ddily newspaper during the three month period prior
RO S ' - :
, to administwation oftqmaquestionnaire. Second, the respondents

' ,were asked to write the 'title of the ;ést mov 2 they had

v

. attended.' All film titles were ldter assigned their MPAA

-~

@ . . /;'10 . . .
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ra%ing by consulting the MPAA's Classification and Rating

Administration (CARA) Annud&%ﬁéﬁbffs. ., 4

For purposes of analysis the respondents wéré\la%er

-

. , A )
placed into one of two attendance groups: persons reporting

attendance of one movie a month or'Iess were labeled as

\ . .
Occasional movie-goers (n=93); persons reporting attendance

) : 1 .
greater than one movie a month werg labeled as Frequent movie-

S

géers (n=37). The respondentts.were also later placed intc oOne
. A} .

of two groups according to the importance they assigned movie-

going as a leisure activity: persons reporting scale values

of one through four on this measure were categorized in the

Unimportant Activity group (n%86); persons reporting scale -

-

vaives of‘f%ve through seven were categorized in the'Important
Activity group (n=44). .

To determine the impact of movie ratings on attendance
in the experimental condition the data were subjected to an
analysis of variaﬁce test. Differences in the respondents'
self-reporting of their general }ikelihood of attending movies
with each of the four rating symbols were analyzed by sex,
age, and'importance Qf movie-goipg using ANOVA. Pearson
product-moment cérrelation was also employed to measure the
assécigtion between respondents' .likelihood of attendance at

A\
films with each of the four ratings. The justification for

using inferential statistics with a non-probability sample

may be qgti? in Winch;gnd Campbell,(22).3 /

.
¢
:

A}




C. RESULTS . .

To assert th;t'mevie ratings ac} as a reactance arousal
stimnlus implies that individuals are aware of the rating
system and its meaning-with regard to freedom restrictions.
Virtualiy all (98.4%) of the respondents in this study, when
asked anout their'familiarity with, the raging system, re-
'porged that they were. ©No significant diiferences (p)} .05)
were found ,when the respondents were crosstabulated by aée\or
sex. (

'Results of the ANOVA routine performed on the experimental

data are reported in Table 1. The two following results per-

tain to the experimental instrument itself. A significant

interaction effect (p=.029) was found for Inportance X Film x
Age. Under l7-year-o0ld Ss who evaluated movie-going as an

- Important leisure :activity preferred one plot synopsis more

than all ofher groups of Ss regardless of the sfnopsis' rating.
; srqnlflcant main effect (p=.029) was found for the film plot
synopses themselves indicating that the Ss responded to the
synopses differently regardless of rating. These findings
coniradict those of the pilot study (2; which found the four
synopses in the ekpe;imental instrument to be perceived as’ '
neutral. Thus, caution must be used when interpreting the final

[

significant finding. ~ 77
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The pilot study for this experiment (2) repofted no
significant difference (p) .05) in likelihood of attendance
by MPAA rating. The present study, however, found a highly
significant Qp<3001) main effect for the rating variabl;.

/

- Analysis of these data indicates that overall the sample ‘
' |
\

significantly preferred PG~ and R-rated films to.X-rated .
- films.- Ss under 17 years significantly preferred G-, PG-, 3
and R-rated films to films with an X rating. There were no ‘
significant differenées among Ss 17 years and older for j
likelihood of attendance by MPAA rating. The rank order by ‘ ?
mean likelihood of attendance scores, from most to least likgly,
was PG - R - G - X for the sample as a whole and for Ss 17 years
e N -
and older; among Ss under 17 years the rank order was R - PG -
G - X. The Rating x Age, Importance x Rating,'and Importance x
. Rating x Age interactions all proved to be nonsignificant
~(p>.05). _
Turning now toiﬂﬁaquestionnaire, the respondents were
asked to indicate their‘likelihood of gttending films with
each of the four rating symbols. Table 2 presents the results

-

of the Ehree—way ANOVA performed for each ¢f the four ratings.

i
s
{4
|

3
’

No significant differences were found for G-rated films. For

films with a PG rating the following significant differences

a4
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y, were found: uhder‘&]—year—olds were more likely than 17s and
,Qlder to attend; persons evaluating movie-going as‘important
were more likely to attend than those evaluatiqg movie-going P
as unimportant; females were more likely to attend than males;
and under l7-year-old females who evalﬁatgd movie-going as .
important were significantly more likely to attend than any
otherrsample subgroup chEi?ation. For films with an R rating
two significant main effécté were found: 17s and o%der were
more likely to attend than were under 17-year-olds and persons
evaluating movie-going as importantrwere more likely to attend
than were éersons who evaluated movie-going as unimportant.
Finally, for X-rated movies one signifiéant main effeqt,was
found: males were more .ikely to attend than females. The
rank order by mean likelihood of attendance scores for the
sample as a wholé, from most to least likely, was R-PG-G-X.

T-test comparison§ between mean likelihood of attendance -
R scores for each of the four symbols for the sampie as a whole
. sﬁowed the following results: no significant ?ifferénce be-
tween G and X (t=.859, df=2§9); PG was significantly preferred

. over both G (t=10.436, df=250, p{.001, two-tailed) and X
(t=9.947, daf=249, p{ .001, two-tailed); R was significantly
preferred dver G (t=12.25, df=250, p {001, two-tailed), PG
(t=2.147, af=250, p{ .05, two-tailed), and X (t=11.528,
df=249, p {.001, two'—t:_ai]'.ed). '

Results of the Pearson-product—mgment correlations -

14
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computed for general likelihood of attendance to the four
symbols are presented in Table 3. Most of the significant

positive relationships were found between G- and PG-rated

——— o - — — —— T — - —— — t—— —

films and between PG~ and R-rated films. R and X ratings
were found to correlate positively with each other, albeit
in most instances only modestly. Y N

The respondents were asked a series of questions ingquiring

as to their actual previous attendance at R- and X-rated films.

LY
L

Virtually all of the respondents (90.5%) reported having
attended an R-rated film; persons 17 and older were significantly
more likely to have attended such films than under 17-year-olds
(x2=6.85, df=1, p=.008, C=.251). Only 29.9% of the sample re-
ported ever having attended an X-rated movie; persons 17 and
older were significantly more likely éo have atteéded X-rated
mgvies than under l7-year-olds (x2=7.2é, §f=ﬁ, p=.007,
C=.248). '
' AVA NG .

'Rgsults of the respoﬁdents.actual attendance at the 121
films presented~theﬁ on the checklist indicate that PG- and R-
rated Tovies accounted for 75.4% of the sample's movie attendance.
No significént differenc?’in attendance 5y rating was found
between respondents'under 17 years and those i? years and older

(x?=4.18; df=3, p) .05). Among under l7-year-olds 80.6% of the

‘"movies attended by them, as presented on the checkliét, were

PG- or R-rated; among the 17 years and older group the comparable

\
-

15
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figu:e was 70.8%. The rank order'of attendance by rating, from
most to least frequéntly attended, was R-PG-G-X.

A total'of 55 titles was reported by thé respondents as the
film most recently attended. As was found in the checklist
situation, PG- and R-rated movies predominated, accounting for
89.9% of the respondents' most recent attendance. No significant
différence in attendance ,by rating was found between the two
age groups (X2=2.26, df=3, p} .05). Among the younger grgup,
91.4% of the movies they had most recently attended were rated
'either ﬁG or R; the older group‘s attendance to PG and R movies

Pal

was only slightly lower, 88.2%. The rank order of attendance

0

by rating, from most to least frequently attended, was R-PG-G-X.

-

’

D. DISCUSSI?N . ¢ ‘
Based on the results of this study it may be concluded that
reactance theory received limited support. 1In the experimental
condition significant differences in lakelihood of attendance
were found for the sample a@'a whole and among £s under 17 years;
however, higher order interactions proved to be nonsignificant.
The data gathered by self-report general likelihood of attendance
and the two unobtrusive measures of actual attendance by ratihg
symbol all point to a clear preference for pictures with a PG
or R rating. In both the experimental and self-report conditions
the G and X ratings were clearly the leaét prefe;red.
Reactance theory suggests that the more important the

threatened behavioral freedom, the greater the reactance that

16
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is aroused and hesce the stronger the desire to regain the
freedom. Analysis of the data in both the experimental and
self-report conditions does not' support this'hgpothesis: impor-
tance, of movie-going as a leiéure activity was an uninfluential
variable?\.Howéver, these findings may be more a result of thq;

3

method used to measure the variable than a failure to support

]
I

~ .

the theoretical underpinnings. Futuré :egéarch should be dirécted,
at déveioping a more sensitive instrument for ascertéining
salience of movie-going before discounting this variqblé as

N \
inoperative.

Reactance theory also'suggests a linear relationship between
the,inténsity,of freedom restriction (i.e., threat o; elimina-
tion) and subsgquent attempts at freedom restoration. Thus,
theoretically, the X rating should evoke stronger reactance
afg:gal ghap the R ratiné. Again, the data réborted here do not.a
support such an assertion. However, reactance theory also
maintains that direct éttempts at freedom restoration "can be.
expected to occur only to the extent that there is a realistic
possiblity of succeeding" (7, p. 10). Thus, it is blausible to
suggéét that underage persons,recognize -- sr perceive there

: 2 >
to be -- the stricter enforcement of age restrictions for X-rated

- than R-rated films and hence do not engage in direct attempts

at freedom restoration.
Finally, the confluence of findings in this study, using

a number and variety of methods, points to the attractiveness

"0of the two centrist rating categories, PG and R. This observation

1]
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can ke explained in terms of the actual availability of movies

in the marketﬁlace by rating. Sinéé thé ratiné systeﬁ?? adaption
in 1968, PG and R have beeﬁ the most frequently assigned symbols
(see 3) accounting for more £han three-quarters of &all films

rated. CARA's 1980 Annual Reporta%for instance, indicates that

a total of 330 feature-lengfh movies were rated during 1980:

5% were assigned the G rating, 39% a PG, 47%(aoR, and 9% a X.
Therefore, one's opportunity to attend G- and X—fated pictures,
perhaps regardless of de;ire,\was very *limited. Simply put,
there are more Pd and R‘films in circulation and available fér
vieying than there are G and X films. From this one may con-
clude that thé menu equals the diet; that which is most frequently
offered is that which is most fréquently consumed. .

' The presen£ study offers several avenues for future résearcﬁ.
First, repiication of the experiment is called for; whereas the
pilot study (2) reported the experim;ntal instrument as being
perceived neutrally, the studf reported here found significant
differences between likelihood of attending the four film plo£
synopses ir:gspec£ive of MPAA rating. Second, as has been édg-
gested abecve, development of a more sensitive scale fcr measuring
the importance of the behavioral freedom is needed before dis-
carding this variable as uninfluential. Last, development of

a valid and reliable scale to measure attitﬁdes toward age
r%strictions on movie attendance might provide increased use for

reactance theory. It can be suggested that attitudinal -

clination toward the concept of freedom restriction or elimination

18
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might act as an antecedent variable effecting subsequent re-

actance arousal and behavior.

ERI
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TABIE 1
Analysis of Latin Square
>
Source Ss af ms F p
Total 1159.91 425 y
Between subjects 386.91 107 3,62 .
Importance (I) 9.87 1 9,87 2.67 ¥.05
Age (A) a2 . 1 .12 .03 %05
Growp (G)* 8.26 3 2.75 5 N\3.05°
IxA 2.83 1 -7 2.83 .17 y.05
Ix6 4.86 3 1.62 44 3.05
AxG 17.06 3 5.69 1.54 - 3.05
IxAxG 4.30 3 1.43 .39 3.05
Error 339.60 - 92 3.69
Within subjects 773.00 318 .
Rating (R) 43.42 3 14.47 6.91 . .001
Film (F) 19.07 3 6.36 3.04 .029
Rx F 15.70 6 $2,62" 1.25 .281
*  IxR C7.12 3 2.37 0 1.13 .336
IXF 6.87 - 3 2.29 1.09 .353
IXRxF 23.47 6 3.91 1.87 .087
Rx A 14.45 3 4.82 2.30 .076
Fxa G0 8.10 3 2.70 1.29 .278
RxFxA 16.90 6 2.82 1.35 .237
IxRxA 7.16 3 2.39 1.14 .334
IxFxA 19.09 ‘3 6.36 3.04 .029
IxRxFxA 26.14 6 4.36 2.08 .056
Error 565.51 270 2.09
*Rating x Filp ~

IN
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TABLE 2

ANOVA Likelihood of Attend.mg G, PG R, and X Mov1es

of, Mov1e-—Gomg

L] -

* ~° G-rated ;vaies

S5 / <

df ¢ s F P
Total 285,790 119 2.401
Ne A) _~. .291 1 .291 127 722
”.'\mportance (1) 3,119 1 3.119 1.360 .245
Sex (S) 5.153 . 1 5.153 2,248 - .136
AxI .872 1, .872 .380 .538
- AXS 2.298 1 . 82,298 1.003 .318
IxS 2.165 1 2.165 .944 .333
AXIXS 8.515 . 1 8.515 3.714 .056
 Error ¢ 256.778 112 2.292
- ¢ ' \
PG-rated Movies
Source . R - SS = af - F G
> Total 5 6.800 115 1.8217 :
A 27.6’36 1 7.? 5.433" 021
I . [ 6.415 1 6.415 4,564 J.036
S J 21.810 1 21.810 15.515 .000
AxI 4.79% 1 4.796 3.412 067 -
AxS 4.714 1 4.714 3.354 .069
IxS .080 1 .080 » ,057 .811
AXIxS 12.316 1 12,316 8.761 .003
Exror 157. 440 112 1.405 ‘
R-rated Movies
Source . Ss af s F P
Total - 235.466 . 119 1.998
A 11.505 Vool 11.505 6.505 012 -
. 7.532 1 7.532 4,258 «+  ,041
S 3.761 1 3.761 2.126 .147
Ax I 2.272 1 2,272 1.258 .259
Asx S 2.965 1 2,965 1.676 .198
"IxS .973 1 .973 .055 . . -.814
AxIxS .000 1 .000 .000 984
Error 198.101 112 1.768 "
J A
¥-rated Movies .
‘Source . SS - af ms F p
Total 452,000 119 3.798
a 1.779 1 1.779 528 .468
1 6.494 1 "6.494 1.928 167
s » 48,124 1 48,124 14.284 .000
AxI "3.668 1 Y3668 1.089 .298
AxS . 6.117 1 - 6,117 1.816 .180
IxS .538 1 .538 .160 .690
AxIxS 1.992 -1 1.992 .295 .588
377.353 112 3.369 : .

i

.21

—~—
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lgy Age, Sex, and Importance




TABLE ‘3

Pearson Correlation: Likelihood of Attending Films Relative tn MPAA Rating
- R ~ .

.

PG R X
G ® \ . e
Total sample (n=130) . .50%** .05 ~.14
Under 17s - Unimportant (n=44) 56*** A7 -.17
-Under 17s -~ Important (n=23) . .46% ~-.29 -.11
Under 17s (n=67) ’ . JB3%Rrx -.02 ~.08
17 &« Above -~ Unimportant. (n=42) .32¢% -.18 ~.34%
17 & Above - Important (n=21) . . 5O*% 51% ~-.15
17 & Above .-(n=63) . R JADRE .17 : ~.26*
\ .
_PE , .
_ Total : ! Makxx o -01)
L3 Under 17s + Unimportant ' LA3% -.19
' Under 17s - Importaht .~ %28 -.01
’5’ .Under 17s . 3BxER -.06
‘17 & Above - Unimportant JA3X* -.17
17 & Abote -~ Important < 6BX%** e -.17
17 & Above . " ' .58k - ~.18
N -~ \
R
Total - \ ) RN . 30%*%
Under 17s - Um:rportant \ ' ., .31*
Under 17s - Important L : .50%
Under 17s . . 30k %%
17 & Above -~ Unimportant ) ‘ .07
17 & Above - Important ; : * .21
l'l & Above . .08
. s

L3

A\, - o

»

' w
* p<.05. (two-tailed) ' - )
**  p¢.01 (two-tailed) e
kit p .00l (two-tailed) ] . ®
1) \“ -

-t




- FOOTNOTES _ LA
) - K « ) . .. e

. : oo g ~ v o

1For_.a éblatéd stﬁdy orni advisory waénihgs'broadcast on
U.S. television.see 23. ) . "
. . 2Copiés'of goth'the‘éuestionngfte and experimental
" instrument are avgilable‘from tﬁg,autho;. ” _“l

. 7 EAY -
3A test-retest reliability check resulted in an %verall

Tty

r (Pearson product-mpment correlation) of +.73 for the film

L

plot synopses and +.61 for dix survey items. Additional

information’ahd data concerning reliability is availaBle from

. - ) _ Q
the author. —~ ~

-~ , (

&
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